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I cannot tell bow to reconcile your allowance of my Right
to' vindicate myfelf by the means of your Prefs, and your
refufing me the Benefit of that Right, with your profefiing to
“think, that what I have written, if publithed by you, would
not have given Offence.  Whether any unreafonable Offence
would have been taken or not, I cannot tell ; no juft Offence,
in my Opinion, could have been taken.  Col. Blnd chal-
- lenged me, to enter openly into a Debate about an A& of
the fate Aflembly 5 and cenfured my Behaviour as atrocigufly
Criminal, in relation to that A¢t . {!ow then could I anfwer
him, without calling the Juftice, Reafonablenefs, and Va-
lidity of that Act into Quettion ?

I acknowledge as much Prudence as you pleate, in the Rule
by which your Prefs is Conducted; but would it not have
‘been A&ing more Wifely, by which I mean Fairly and Ho-
neftly,- either to have publithed for me Now, or Never
have publithed againft me ? Whence has your Otlice derived
a Right to facrifice any Perfon’s Reputation to worldly Con-
venience, or prudential Regards ?

I have had an Occafion impofed upon me, to put you, I
find, to too fevere a Trial; in which you have acted juft as
fome of your Superiors would have done under the like Cir-
cumftances.  You fet, no Doubrt, a proper Value upon your
Character, which is very amiable in many Points of View ; it
hurts me to find in one an Exception. In Confideration of
it's ftanding fo clear of every other Blemith, and in Hope that
you will take gang wariy, in the beft Senfe of the Expref-

fion,



